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ORUROE ooUNOILS AND THE NATURE OF 
THEIR DEOISIONS. 


The action of our Ixto Anuual Council in 
rogard {0 Lho mandatory character of its de 
cisions does not seem Lo be fully understood by 
some, and hence it bas given ris to certain 
questions as to what may be the tendensy of 
tho workings of said action ‘Tu some it would 
seem to appear that the mandatory character 
of tho decisions of our Annual Meeting is 
something altogether new. But the manda- 
tory or binding chsracter of the eccisions of 
our Annual Mecting is not altogether now, 
sinee some of those decisions have always 
been considered mandatory, while others havo 
been considered cnly advisory. In the Min- 
utes of 1865, Act 34, wo have tho following: 
«Does the Annual Council make laws, or give 
advico only in cases whoro it has no direct 
gospel on the enbject?” \ Answer: “1t gives 
advice only, This auswer wo think might 
with propriety have been somewhat modified, 
It seems to be proper that we should some 
times make decisions of A. M. mandatory 
when we haye no “thus saith tho Lord,” in 
so many words on the subject; aa in the case 
of performing certain military sorvices under 
our civil government. War is not only con 
trary to tho spirit of the gospol, but Christiane 
are plainly prohibited hy the word of the gos 
pel from ongaging in war, But thero aro cor. 
tain services connected with the military af 
fairs of our government, which the people 
living under our government are required to 
take part in or pay their fino if they do not 
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Of this character is military drill We! have 
had brethren among us who havo accepted 
our doctrine of non resistance, but who have 
tried to justify themselves in the performance 
of the service of the military muster and drill 
required by tho governmont, because by giv- 
ing the service a few hours, they could save 
thoir fine, and yet not engage in actual war. 

Now as the relation of the military. service 
of ministoring to war is such that tho church 
could not but regard the brethren’s taking 
part in tho mustering sorvico asa compro 
mising of our non-resistant principles, it was 
thorefore found noccssary for the A, M. to 
pass the following decis‘on : “How it is con. 
sidered when brothron go to muster and drill. 
Considered that it 's contrary to our baptis- 
mal vow, contrary to tho word of God, and 
contrary to the professed principe of the 
church, and can by no means be permitted or 
tolerated.” Minutes of 1835, Art. 7. Here a 
decision restrairing brethren from engaging 
in muster gervico is made mandatory, though 
that decision is based upon a plain logical in. 
ference from gospel premises, though not up 
on direct “thus saith the Lord.” 

In the Minutes of 1828, Art. 1, we have the 
following: “Whether a brother can belong to 
the Freemasons and still be a brother (in the 
church)? Considered, that it cannot bo.” 
Here, as in tho other case referred to, wo have 
no “thus saith tho Lord,” in these very words, 
for not fellowshipping a brother who isa Freo- 
mason, but we are all well satisfied that the 
church, in looking at Freemasonry from gos- 
pel principles, was justified, and from fidelity 


to Christ was required to make the mandatory 
docision it did in regard to brother who is 
a. Freomason. 

The church of Christ’ then, in all ages of 
the world, in applying the gospel discipline, is 
justified in maintaining its purity, and bear- 
ing its testimony against tho diifsront devel- 
opments of evil, to make some of its decisions 
mandatory. So has our Brotherhood, through 
the A. M. done, and so did the anciont church, 
In the collection of decisions of the ancient 
chureh embodied in what are called the 
the Apostolical Constitutions, wo have doe’ 
sions of various characters; some are admon- 
itory, ome exhortatory, some advieory, and 
some mandatory. According to the nature of 
the crime they were to avoid, and the charac 
ter of the duty they were to perform, were 
the decisions made by the ancient Councils of 
the Charch. 

Many of the decisions of our Brotherhood 
were rogarded, as wo have alroady secon, as 


advisory. Thoy were so regarded by our aged 
brothron because it was boped that the wir- 


dom embodiod in our Annual Council, and ex 
pressed in the decisions thereof, would be 
respected by the brethren gonorally, and so 
judiciously used by thom, as to make the ex- 
perience and wisdom of the councilors of the 
church holpfal in avoiding evil and in doing 
good, It was hoped that the decisiors of A. 
M need not bear a mandatory charactor to 
commend them to a judicious observance by 
the church. And such was the case to a very 
considerable degree in formor years, when 
brotherly love prevailed, and confidence in 
one another was felt. Some of us to-day 
thank God for the counselors wo had in our 
ancient brethron, and for the counsels that 
thoy gavo us. We feel shat they were groat 
helps to us, under God, in makirg us what we 
are, so far as we have attained to anything 
that is good. And we sincerely regrot that 
many of the counsels of our anciont brethren, 
coming tous through the cfleial records of 
the church, as well as through othere sources, 
are not more reepzcted by many of us, as we 
verily believe we might profit by thom. 

Bat the decisions of our A.M. have ceased 


ina great measure to be regarded with any 
considerable degree of respect by many, and 
they have been spoken of in an unbrother! 
manner oven by brathren, and as ® conac- 
quence, a strong prejudice has boon awakoned 
against them, And there has been for some 
time, in different loeslities, growing indiffer- 
enco to the discipline and order of the Church. 

And this indiifzrence has been manifested 
in both the official and lay members of the 
Church. And there has been, to the great 
grief of many hearts, a clear manifestation of 
the want, on the part of too many, of an at 
tachment, devotion, and love to the church, 
our spiritual home, and ark ofsafoty. 

Under such a state of things, some of our 
brethren have thought that somothing moro 
stringent in the discipline of the church is de- 
sirable. And with the hopo that it might add 
to tho improvement of the gonoral Brother- 
Lood, the mandatory decision of our late A. 
M, was brought forward and passed. And as 
wo aro all very anxious for an improvement 
in our spiritual character and enjoyment in 
our church capagity, as woll as in our individ 
ual capacity, let us all desire and pray that 
the decision referred to may, by a judicious 
application of it, prove a help to the Brothor- 
hood as it was designed to be. 

We think that those who have had somo 
doubts of the proprioty of making the deci- 
sions of A. M. mandatory, nocd entertain no 
sorious fears of any evil consequences grow- 
ing out of the adoption of the rule. There 
will bo strong guards around it. First, it will 
roquiro two-thirds of the dolegatod p»wer con 
stituting the Annual Council to pass a deci- 
sion, Secondly, it should, and We trust it 
will, bo ever borne in mind by allon whom 
the responsible work devolves of passing de- 
cisions at A M., that thoy ought to be ox- 
tremely cautious to pass no decision, the vio- 
lation of which may lead to the separation of 
members from tho church, unless such deci- 
sion is plainly sustained by the gospel of 
Christ. To expel 2 member from the church 
of Christ, which is said to bo his body, is a 
great, a solemn, and a most responsible work, 
Tho Church is said to be the body of Carist. 


To separate a mamber from the body, when 
thore is a vital connoction with the body, and 
there is-such a connection when there is no 
sufliciont cause for tho separation, is a groat 
afll.ction to the body, and to the member ser. 
arated as well. So while wo are to put away 
the wicked from the church, 1 Cor. 5: 13, wo 
are to be cautious that while we remove the 
tares we do not “root up also the wheat with 
them.” Matt. 1 . Honce the groat respon- 
sibility resting on tae church in making rules 
or docisions that are man latory. Their effscts 
reach into eternity, and influence souls that 
are of more value than worlds. 
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i ELD. JAMES QUINTER, 


TURTHER REMARKS OR OHUROH OOUNOILS 
AND THEIR DECISIONS, 


‘The progressive brethren who do not look 
with favor upon our lato Annaal Mocting are 
indulging pretty freely in thoir consuros of 
tho meeting because of the action taken mak 
ing its decisions mandatory or binding. The 
consure passed and remarks made upon the 
action of A.M, referred to, are caleulated to 
awalcon prejudicos against the A. M., and 
especially against the decision referred to. 
Hence wo feel the importance of having tho 
subject prorented in its proper light, and would 
offer some farther remarks to 0 prosont it. 

That the decisions made by all bodies par- 
talsing of the nature of our Annual Mooting 
are to some extent mandatory, will bo, we 
preanmo, readily acknowledged. ‘That they 
are only advisory, is not the prevailing view 
of tho character of the decisions of ane bod 
ies, though some of the decisions may be only 
.| of an advisory character. That some of the 
:| decisions of our A. M. have always been un 
derstood to be binding, is well-known,pand a8 
1} we showed in onr former article, Wo also 
«| refisrred Lo the decisions of the early councils 
of the church, as they aro contained in the 
Apostolic Constitutions, aa boing mandatory a8 
well ns admonitory and advisory, We will 
give a fow docisions which were mandatory. 
Tho following are found in the eighth Book 
of the Constitutions. The 44th canon reada 
thus: “It any ono of tha clergy bo taken eat- 
ing in a tavern, let}him be eueponded ; except- 
ing when, by necosstty, he stoppeth at an inn 
upon the roud.” The GOlh eanon is as fol- 
lows: “If sny.one publicly read in the church 
tho spurions hooks of the ungodly, as if they 
were holy, to the destruction of the people 
and of the clergy, lot him be dopesed.” ‘The 
70th iw ss follows: “A Bishop must not, by 
humsn affsetion, confor favors on a.brother, 
ora son, or other kinsman; for we must not 
put the church of God under the laws of in- 
horitance ; but if ona shall do this, let the or- 
dination be invalid, and let him bo punished 
with suspension.” 


By referring to the decisions and rules of 
cburch councils of different ages of the 
church, and of different bodies of professing 
Christians, for the discipline and government 
of the body for which, they aro designed, it 
will be found that a mandatory or binding 
character is generatly given to them. Such 
is commonly understood to be the character 
of such rules. Asan example, wo give a rule 
of the Methodist Episcopal church. The fol- 
lowing will bo found on the 85th page of the 
Discipline : 

“Quest. 5. What shall we do with those 
members of our church who wilfally, and re- 
‘poatedly neglect to moot their class ? 

“Ang. 1. Tet the eldor, deacon, or one of 
tho preachers, visit thom, whonevor it is prac- 
ticable, and explain to thom the consequence 
if they continue to neglect,” viz, oxclusion. 

“9 If they do not amend, let him who has 
the ebarge of the circuit or station bring 
their case betore the society, or a solect num 
bor, before whon they shall have beon cited 
to appear; and if they be found guilty of wil- 
ful neglect by the decision of s majority of 
the members, before whom thoir caso is 
brought, let them be Jaid aside, and lot the 
preacher show that they are excluded fora 
broach cf our rules, and not for immoral con- 
duct." Here wo notice that tho rulo of the 
Mothodist Episcopal church, concerning class 
meeting, is mandatory, and that tho penalty 
for the violation of it is expulsion from the 
church, Now, we do not approve of the rule 
of the Methodist church in the caso referred 
to, but we allude to it to show that the man. 
datory character of church rules and decisions 
is not, ao offonsive to people generally, or 80 
contrary to their judgment, as somo would 
have us to believe, All churches and all or- 
ganizations have moro or less of mandatory or 
binding rules, 

‘Tho objection thon 10 tho mandatory decie 
ions of A. M cannot justly bo rendered 
against them when they are right, but only 
against rules that are not right when they 
are made mandstory. And here lies the dan- 
ger, and to this must tho watchful care of all 
tho churches bs directed, that no rules or de- 
cisions be passed and made mandatory that 
aro not according to th» goapol of one Lord 
Jesus Christ. And especially muat great cau: 
tion be exercised in making rules and decis- 
iohs in regard to matters that the Scripturos 
are not plain upon neither in their verbal 
teaching, nor by pluin inpl'cation, 


ca 


